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Last  week,  Municipal  Court  judge  Charles  Goff  threw  the  eviction 
case  against  us  out  of  court.  The  basis  for  his  decision  was  that  land¬ 
lady  Vernice  Zanco  had  no  occupancy  permit  on  the  building  since  it  was 
condemned  in  1973  until  August  of  this  year.  She  has  been  collecting  rent 
illegally  for  the  last  eight  years!  Repairs  have  not  been  made  since 
^^ril  (when  the  City  took  her  to  court  for  code  violations)  and  even  more 
repairs  are  called  for  now. 


Zanco,  of  Beacon  Street,  has  offered  money  to  tenants  who  move,  but 
refuses  to  deal  with  those  of  us  who  aren't  giving  up.  She  claims  she 
doesn't  know  tenants  who  have  sent  signed  letters  to  her  for  the  last 
two  years! 

Ojr  strength  cones  from  being  together  in  a  Tenants  Union — a  very 
sore  point  to  the  landlady.  We  picketed  her  house — to  her  neighbors' 
delight.  We  held  a  benefit  in  a  local  club  to  help  on  legal  costs.  We 
sent  letters  to  her  other  $5  million  worth  of  buildings  (some  called  to 
cheer  us  on,  and  we  found  out  others  are  also  getting  evicted).  We  filed 
a  $1.2  million  lawsuit  against  her  in 
August  for  damages  for  harassment  and 
cheating  of  tenants  by  renting  a  con¬ 
demned  building.  Through  our  contin- 
-uing  letters  she  knows  we  want:  a  lease 
to  all  Tenant  Uiion  flats,  repairs  done, 
and  a  compromise  on  back  rent.  She  is 
appealing  the  judge's  ruling  of  last  week. 

We  figure  this  has  cost  her  $20,000  so  far 
in  legal  fees — many  times  the  cost  of  the 
needed  repairs.  Meanwhile,  her  lawyer 
gets  rich  fron  her  lamebrain  stubbornness. 

But  we '  re  even  more  stubborn — ^we '  re  here 
to  stay! 


- Rick  Grosskopf 


Usg-vvorneN 


ui  June  26,  1981,  Mayor  Diane  Feinstein  signed  Ordi- 
na’^-.e  #330-81  into  law.  This  City  Attorney  rewrite  of 
the  Residential  T^rtment  and  Hotel  Ordinance  had  passed 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  a  9-2  margin  earlier  in  the 
month. 

On  July  8,  1981,  Tenants  Against  Conversion  called 
for  a  tourist  boycott  of  42  converted  hotels.  The  boy¬ 
cott  was  announced  in  front  of  the  Carlton  ffotel,  owned 
Richard  Blum  in  trust  for  his  wife,  the  Mayor  of  SF. 

These  two  events  marked  inportant  turning  points  in  the  battle  over 
residential  hotels.  Feinstein 's  signature  sealed  the  fate  of  the  strug¬ 
gle  in  the  legal  arena.  Tenant  interests  had  won  out  in  gaining  the  Nov- 
1979  Moratorium  and  the  original  permanent  Ordinance  in  January  of  1981. 

Yet  conversions  had  continued  and  tenants  had  remained  unprotected.  City 
government  had  no  intention  of  stopping  the  developnent  of  hotel  owners^ 
profits.  While  still  a  Supervisor  in  1978,  Feinstein  herself  had  told  of 
her  plans  to  convert  the  Carlton  to  a  tourist  hotel.  Gerald  Dowd's  attempt 
at  mass  evictions  of  senior  citizen  tenants  for  the  purpose  of  converting 
the  Argyle  Hotel  brought  the  issue  rudely  into  the  public  eye.  The  legis¬ 
lation  subsequently  passed  looked  good  on  paper,  but  it  amounted  to  noth¬ 
ing  but  more  false  promises  and  broken  treaties. 

Among  the  first  new  "guests"  at  the  Argyle  were  performers  frcrn  a 
stage  show  at  the  Golden  Gate  Theater.  The  latter  establishment  is  the 
plaything  of  downtown  developer  Walter  Shorenstein ' s  daughter.  The  thea¬ 
ter  is  Shorenstein' s  beachhead  in  ^he  Tenderloin.  He  and  other  big  time 
real  estate  magnates  need  the  decayed  Tenderloin  to  continue  the  expansion 
of  their  Financial  District  empire.  Their  decade-long  period  of  unprece¬ 
dented  growth  in  downtown  SF  has  yet  to  satisfy  the  multinational  corpor¬ 
ate  interests  they  represent. 

With  Feinstein  these  developers  and  other  smaller  scale  speculators 
have  had  virtually  a  free  hand.  Che  of  the  Mayor's  first  promises  after 
taking  office  was  to  "clean  up  the  Tenderloin".  This  was  taken  to  mean 
clean  out  the  Tenderloin  by  many.  Public  outrage  over  incidents  at  the 
Argyle  forced  passage  of  the  Moratorium,  but  hotel  a.,Tiers  ignored  it,  and 
City  government  did  nothing  as  conversions  flourished. 

Speculators  had  created  a  new  money  game.  Gentrification  was  rein¬ 
vented  as  touristification.  Thousands  of  low-incone  tenants  were  displaced 
fran  residential  hotels  between  1975  and  1979.  And  it  is  a  bitter  irony 
that  the  pace  of  conversions  accelerated  after  the  Moratorium  was  passed. 

tfowever,.  hotel  owners  were  threatened  by  the  tough  permanent 


and  operated  by 


ordinance  enar ted  early  thxs  ar.  They  were  organized  by  notorious  slum¬ 
lord  Vincent  Kircher  and  aided  by  former  Muni  Court  judge  (and  owner  of  a 
converted  hotel)  Jerry  Levitin  in  mounting  a  counteroffensive  against  the 
ordinance  di  ring  this  past  spring.  Tl  :ey  were  abetted  by  the  big  boys  from 
downtown  who  found  that  they  had,  indeed,  a  friend  in  Feinstein.  The  City 
Attorney's  office  fell  into  step  under  the  banner  of  "unconstitutionality", 
as  did  John  Molina*' v  and  the  amoral  majority  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

The  result  was  an  "amendment  of  the  whole"  with  loopholes  big  enough 
to  drive  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge  through.  Dufing  the  summer.  Tenderloin 
tenants  forced  to  look  for  new  rooms,  such  as  those  harassed  out  of  the 
Empress  Hotel,  could  find  only  daily  rates  throughout  the  North  of  Market 
area.  Fortunate  souls  obtained  rooms  for  $80  a  week  and  up,  sometimes  in 
condemned  buildings  such  as  the  Columbia  Hotel. 

TAC's  boycott  was  begun  in  response  to  these  ugly  attacks  by  economic 
and  political  power  brokers.  Like  the  California  Indians,  TAC  has  learned 
that  if  you  don't  organize  and  resist,  you  won't  survive.  TAC  is  using 
the  boycott  to  bring  this  message  to  tourists  and  tenants  alike.  A  leaf¬ 
let  explaining  the  boycott  and  listing  the  42  converted  hotels  has  been 
posted  all  over  town ,  and  has  been  handed  out  at  the  Airporter  and  the 
Visitors'  Bureau. 

TAC  has  also  started  a  picket  a  week  at  a  hotel  on  the  boycott  list. 

So  far  it  has  hit  some  of  the  worst  offenders:  the  Abigail  (246  McAllister), 
the  Pickwick  (5th  and  Mission),  the  Argyle  (146  McAllister),  the  Maryland 
(490  Geary  ),  and  the  Queen  Anne  (1590  Sutter).  TAC  would  like  to  pay  a 
visit  to  all  42  on  the  list  eventually. 

The  tourist  business  has  declined  markedly  in  the  City  this  summer. 
While  TAC  and  its  boycott  perhaps  cannot  be  wholely  credited  with  this 
falling  off,  it  is  definitely  having  an  effect  on  the  lives  of  tenants, 
tourists,  hotel  owners,  and  downtown  developers,  by  serving  as  a  constant 
reminder  of  the  fight  for  tenants  rights 
in  residential  hotels. 

The  battle  for  the  Tenderloin  is  not 
and  will  not  be  easy  for  anyone.  But  for 
the  poor,  the  elderly,  the  disabled,  the 
discarded,  it  often  amounts  to  a  battle 
for  life  itself. 

And  the  battle  rages  on. 


- Michael  Steinberg 


V.D."  if  at  first  you  don’t  succeed... 

San  Francisco’s  rent  control  law  expires  Novemlser  30.  After  two  and 
a  half  years,  most  people  have  learned  to  live  with  it — the  7%  solution,, 
is  a  way  of  life.  Most  of  us  can  remember  what  it  was  like  before  rent 
control — there  was  hardly  anything  a  tenant  could  do  if  the  landlord 
doubled  the  rent.  This  became  a  common  way  to  clear  out  "undesirables" 
without  going  to  court.  In  those  days,  an  owner  didn't  need  a  reason  to 
evict  a  tenant — merely  a  30-day  notice  would  turn  the  trick. 

This  all  changed  ,  of  course,  in  1979  when  tenant  activists  pres¬ 
sured  the  supervisors  into  passing  a  law  that  placed  limitations  on  the 
size  of  rent  hikes,  set  up  a  rental  dispute  arbitration  process,  and  re¬ 
quired  "just  cause"  for  eviction.  Although  not  nearly  as  strong  as  many 
wished,  it  was  (and  is)  a  beginning. 

There  have  been  two  concerted  efforts  since  the  law  first  passed  to 
improve  it.  The  Prop  R  initiative  in  Fall  '79  failed  after  a  bitter  cam¬ 
paign  waged  by  the  real  estate  industry.  In  1980,  an  attempt  to  amend 
the  law  by  abolishing  vacancy  decontrol  passed  the  supervisors  6-5  but  was 
vetoed  by  Mayor  Feinstein ,  supported  by  financial  and  real  estate  people. 

Since  then,  minor  changes  have  been  made  to  clarify  the  ordinance, 
and  the  Rent  Board  itself  has  become  an  institution  in  its  own  right.  It 
has  set  up  a  clearcut  hearing  process  with  assorted  formulas  and  paperwork 
in  order  to  systematize  its  regulatory  role.  To  a  large  degree,  it  works. 

Clearly,  the  law  has  not  "stabilized"  rents  in  San  Francisco — anyone 
who's  looked  for  a  place  of  late  knows  this  sad  truth.  The  main  culprit 
has  been  the  "vacancy  decontrol"  exemption  which  allows  a  landlord  the 
right  to  raise  the  rent  to  any  level  after  a  tenant  vacates  the  unit.  In 
countless  cases,  this  has  incited  the  eviction  of  longtime  tenants  who 
paid  low  rents.  Various  scams  wnre  devised  to  evict  for  "just  cause"  in¬ 
cluding  the  owner/family-movinq  in  ploy  and  the  "renovations"  reason.  Of 
course,  eviction  notwithstanding,  any  vacancy  will  trigger  a  rent  increase 
so  as  to  meet  "market"  levels.  The  owner  need  not  justify  their  action. 

So  here  we  are  again.  The  law  is  set  to  expire  on  November  30. 

The  common  wisdom  is  that  the  supervisors  and  mayor  will  extend  the  law 
for  a  year  or  so_  (beyond  the  '82  election).  Political  reality  says  that 
it  would  be  foolish  to  abolish  the  only  protections  that  a  majority  of  SF 
mainstream  real  estate  people  can  accept  the  law  as  written, 
which  tells  us  something  alaout  its  effectiveness.  However,  we  cannot  be 
certain  of  this~it  is  essential  that  tenants  maks  their  feelings  known  to 
the  lawmakers  to  insure  that  rent  control  will  continue. 

The  really  big  question  is  whether  or  not  the  law  can  be  strength¬ 
ened  considering  the  current  makeup  of  the  Board  and  the  "Tenants'  Friend" 
^yor  Feinstein.  The  swing-vote  supervisors  are  Kennedy,  Molinari,  Renne, 
liver,  and  Ward.  Hongisto  and  Dolson  own  rental  property  and  cannot  vote 
on  this  issue.  Aji  uphill  battle,  you  think?  No  doubt.  But  we  must  try. 
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RENT  CONTROL  FOR  BUSINESS? 

The  operators  of  small  neighborhood  businesses  are  finding  them-' 
selves  in  much  the  same  position  as  residential  tenants  did  a  couple  of 
years  ago — receiving  enormous  unjustified  rent  hikes  that  are  forcing 
many  of  these  modest  income-producing  stores  to  shut  down  or  move  away. 
Because  San  Francisco  real  estate  is  so  lucrative,  landlords  are  able 
to  usually  get  whatever  they ^ ask  for — and  we  watch  long  time  family- 
owned  groceries,  laundromats,  hardware  and  houseware  shops,  and  the 
like  close  down,  to  be  replaced  by  restaurants,  bars,  boutiques  and 
assorted  other  shops  appealing  to  the  new  gentry. 

But  too  much  is  too  much!  Supervisor  Britt  has  introduced  legis¬ 
lation  that  will  restrict  annual  rent  increases  to  most  neighborhood 
businesses.  These  merchants  have  been  organizing  and  will  lobby  the 
Board  over  the  next  few  weeks.  A  hearing  will  be  held  October  20th  at 
2pm  before  the  Supes'  PH&D  Gommitte(  in  room  282  at  City  Hall.  Peti- 
toons  in  support  of  commercial  rent  control  may  be  found  in  various 
stores  around  town,  especially  Arab-owned  groceries.  Please  join  SPTU 
in  supporting  our  neighborhood  businesses. 


FLASH. .  .FLASH _ FLASH _ FLASH 

As  we  go  to  press,  the  most 
recent  word  is  that  the  law  will 
be  extended  to  /^ril  1  without,, 
changes.  If  this  is  true^^  then 
we  have  a  few  extra  monthsttb^';, 
organize  a  serious  effortj to: 'de¬ 
feat  vacancy  decontrol'; '^d 
up  with  other  amendmehts;;tl>st,j:j 
will  put  teeth  intoj'th'd^reht  law. 

The  odds  are/ffteij^^  thaT_;^’ 
hearings  to  discuss ''ttirs'ia^ti'e' 
will  take  place  in. January  or 
February  befbre”''§^^4^’"^:^hp,.  f^H 
Board  and  the'Nfej^^f^^jAt^'th^ 
time ,  City  l&ll  ,Trb@tPFfbat'''^ttffr 
all  of'-  us  lC|e^  ^b^r^af^jogen 
foE;detaii$^OT 

'%e  wllE'lil^'^o#t?icCP^%Ml^ 

you  want'-tb"  helg  Tiwy'tfell“''Tfie'^bt 

282-5525.  ^ 

— Jim  Faye 
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Tenacious  Tenants  of  Turk  St — 308  Turk — 20  units.  Recently  these  half 
dozen  tenants  who  have  been  fighting  evictions  and  physical  harassment  for 
almost  half  a  year  settled  with  Andy  Alfaro  of  The  Realty  Go.  They  agreed 
to  move  out  but  will  receive  $950  apiece  and  pay  ncoe  of  the  10  norths' 
back  rent. 


1 1 5  Gough  St— 40  units.  After  the  landlord  revealed  plans  to  move  out  ! 
everyone  to  do  "substantial  rehabilitation" ,  residents  quickly  organized  a  i 
strong  tenants  unicn,  pooled  money  to  hire  an  attorney,  and  have  success¬ 
fully  thwarted  owner  Wes  Archer  and  Go's  atterpts  to  move  them  out. 


(Xir  Hotel — 135  Gough — 11  units.  IWo  tenants  opposed 
evictions  by  new  owners.  The  Qjr  Hotel  Investor 'Group  is 
headed  by  Richard  Meyer,  formerly  of  Skyline  Realty.  Ihe 
tenants  finally  agreed  to  move  out — on  the  ccnditioi  that 
each  will  receive  $2400  for  doing  so.  Ihe  owners  are  now 
busily  tearing  up  this  small  residential  hotel  and  ccnvert- 
ing  it  into  a  bed  and  breakfast  inn. 

The  William  Penn  Strike  Oarmittee— 160  Eddy — 100  units. 

Ihis  group  was  formed  over  the  summer  by  tenants  angry  over 
lack  of  repairs  and  security.  Landlord  Raman  Patel  is  wait¬ 
ing  for  big  bucks  from  Gity  government,  which  is  supposed  to 
help  a  developer  get  UDAG  funds  to  buy  and  fix  up  this  hotel. 

Meanwhile,  Patel  wm't  put  another  nickel  into  the  place. 

The  Strike  Gcmmittee  is  collecting  withheld  rent  and  will 
use  it  to  begin  providing  repairs  and  security.  They'll 
start  at  the  front  door,  which  has  had  no  lock  forimcrfitihs. 

Dalt  Bptel— "34  Turk — 200  units.  Tenants  will  receive 
$450,000  (about  $8,000  each)  as  a  result  of  settlonent  of  a 
lawsuit  brought  against  owners  Dowd,  Levy,  and  Zanello  (DLZ). 

The  action  was  brought  as  a  result  of  terrorist  acts  cannitted  by  the  owners 
and  then-manager  Mbert  Ch^pell  in  the  winter  of  1980k  We  salute  the  brave 
and  stubborn  residents  of  the  Dalt  who  have  successfully  resisted  this  in- 


fanous  attenpt  at  batel  conversion. 
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Bonpress  Ifotel — 144  Eddy — 90  units.  Ihe  Brpress  sits  enpty  now,  a  tes¬ 
tament  to  landlord  greed  and  bureaucratic  indifference.  CWner  DR  Patel 
finally  started  legal  evictions  during  the  summer,  9  months  after  he 
started  illegal  evictions,  and  6  months  after  he  tried  to  kick  people  out 
by  kicking  their  doors  in.  Tenants  moved  because  they  got  fed  up  with 
the  prison-like  atmosphere,  featuring  a  high  fence  at  the  bottom  of  the 
rear  fire  escape,  complete  with  spikes  and  barbed  wire.  Une  fire  dept, 
says  it* s  legal.  Patel's  troubles  aren't  over  though — he's  now  fighting 
a  breach  of  contract  lawsuit  caicernin  an  agreement  he  had  made  to  sell 
the  Express  in  June,  1980  Apparently  the  deal  fell  through 
because  Patel  couldn't  empty  the  building  fast  enough. 

Ctolonial  ^artments — 261  Valencia — 32  units.  Major  main- 
tenance  prdDlems  and  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  owner,  the 
Greek  Orthodox  (Ohurch.  The  building  has  been  under  threat 
of  doTolition  since  December  1980  and  many  tenants  have  left. 
'Those  that  remain  are  cn  rent  strike  and  fighting  evictions 
with  the  help  of  their  attorneys,  the  North  Mission  Associa¬ 
tion,  and  the  SFTU. 

<2armelita  i^artments — 391  Valencia — 42  units,  5  store¬ 
fronts.  Owned  by  Harry  Leong.  Problems  include  several  ar¬ 
son  fires  and  falsie  alarms  in  the  last  year,  bad  plumbing, 
and  dangerous  faulty  wirihg.  Until  recently,  the  building 
was  leased  to  Vincent  Kircher,  notorious  thug  slumlord  in¬ 
strumental  in  salDOtaging  the  Hotel  Cicnversicn  Ordinance. 
Terrorist  tactics  have  been  used  against  the  tenants  for 
attempting  to  organize.  Despite  threats  and  harassment, 
several  meetings  have  been  held  and  back-up  research  is  well 
underway.  Sane  tenants  are  withholding  their  rent  and  an 
escrow  account  has  been  established. 


Goodman  (Sroup — 1109-19  Geary — 40  units,  5  storefraits.  Owned  by  the 
Redevelopment  i^ency  (RDA).  Ihe  tenant  artists  are  in  their  eighth  year 
of  struggle  to  prevent  demolition  of  this  historic  landmark  and  to  secure 
the  building  as  a  low-inocme  artists'  studio  and  resid^ce.  A  recent  RDA 
move  for  sumnary  judgem^t  (eviction)  was  denied  but  legal  cictions  against 
the  Group  are  still  iirpending  and  eviction  is  a  serious  if  not  imninent 
threat. 


IN  THS  NBIGHSORHCCM:  NAIGNT 


The  HaJnht  Ashhury  has  seen  a  few  changes _ in  recent  years,  not  the 
least  of  whiA..  has  jeen  a  staggering  increase  in  property  values,  reno¬ 
vated  buildings,  housing  costs  and  a  shift  in  the  socioeconomic  status, 
'■  .e.  ,  general  makeup,  of  its  residents.  The  "renaissance"  of  what  had 


been'labeled  a  slum  in  the  early  70' s  has  brought  with  it  a  prosperity 
that  many  long-time  residents  have  been  unable  to  enjoy. . .because  they 
no  longer  live  there,  having  been  forced  out  by  rent  increases  or  evict¬ 
ions.  Some  folks  say  that  this  is  simply  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  in 
effect  and  that  some  make  it  while  some  must  suffer  the  consequences. 
There  are  others  who  believe  that  this  is  a  crock  of  shit  and  that  people 
of  all  incomes,  races  and  lifestyles  should  be  allowed  to  live  where  they 
wish,  and  not  merely  on  the  basis  of  what  they  can  afford.  These  people 
even  feel  that  this  integration  is  beneficial  to  a  community  that  prides 
itself  on  its'  neighborhood  diversity.  The  recently  formed  Haight 
bury  Tenants  group  (HAT)  operates  with  this  belief  in  mind, 
hcvo-  HAT  is  but  one  example  of  '  hat  seems  to  be  a  new  phenomenon  in  the 
San  Frant:isco  housing  wars — a  neighborhood-based  group  of  neighbohood 
people  fighting  to  help  themselves  stay  in  their  neighborhood.  This  ap- 
"^p-roach-  allows  for  greater  interaction  and  support  between  people  because 
they^  share'^ccxmohAccnGerns ,  shop  in  the  same  stores,  use  the  same  ser- 
vixies/ seerieachvQfcheiT-ubngthe  street,  etc.  Other  neighborhoods  have 
.'Tgani'zed'  hcwsing':  groupsxsuch..  as  the  North  Mission  Association,  Tenants 
r-^pamst--03nv:dr^MSi  [liE  tt>e..’'Nf5rthuOf  Market,  Nob  Hill  Neighbors,  Bernal 
'Helg^tefeS'  (PramiPlty'::.TtetlihdafcTqnpsand V  Old  St.  Mary's  Housing  Committee 

with  members  in  the  Nob  Hill-Chinatown  area. 

Haight  Ashbury  Tenants  emerged  in  March 
o-§;ith£S  cyeau  iwbeh  ipeopie[aiLrfe\Dneibu41^#^i6q.H 
-threatened  rod  tech-® 

a  ,nedgMxSrh<Dod;  i^ieeting gsrld  POzeds  uris 

t^naMa  Luhdehgoihg  lu.el 

tenli'^^IpcocEbls  Afhdr  az-irtntog^'ra  ,fiWi'..iii^^%3DniV  oh 
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aSHBUHY  TSNSNTS  OnOANlZS 


ways  has  contributed  to  the  displacement  of  low-income 
renaiits  during  the  past  few  years.  Although  not  a  majority  of  the  CAC, 

there  is  hope  that  in  the  remaining  months  of  the  program,  the  rent 
control  provisions  of  the  law  can  be  strengthened  to  give  tenants  in 
RAPped  buildings  a  fighting  chance  of  preserving  their  homes.  HAT  also 
distributes  a  two-color  window  sign  (11x17)  as  a  fundraiser  and  a  visual 
symbol  of  neighborhood  unity. 

Future  projects  include  a  community  workshop  on  tenants  rights  set 
for  October  14  at  the  Park  Library,  1833  Page,  at  7:  0pm;  a  neighborhood 
canvassing  operation  to  contact  people  before  problems  arise  (especially 
in  those  buildings  that  are  up  for  sale);  and  involvement  in  the  upcoming 
fight  to  extend  and  strengthen  rent  control  in  San  Francisco  (see  article 
on  page^).  In  addition  to  these  projects,  HAT  will  continue  to  bring 
together  tenants  from  various  buildings  when  support  is  needed. 

Clearly,  the  Haight  Ashbury  Tenants  want  more  community  participa¬ 
tion.  If  you  live  in  the  area,  either  come  by  the  table  on  Saturdays 
or  drop  by  at  the  regular  meetings  at  409  Clayton  on  the  1st  and  3rd 
Mondays  of  the  month  at  7:30.  For  more  information,  call  Connie  Brandon 

at  668-3109,  Peter  Crews  at  431-0202,  or  Valentine  Doyle  at  387-4497. 

fanfer  5’pwi) 

•  — J  im  Faye 
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AGERS  FACE  EVICTION 


THE  GAVEL  DROPS  ON  GREY  HEADS, 

AND  THE  LEGAL  SLEEVE  MOVES  ON; 

COLDLY,  THE  JUDICIAL  MACHINE 

SPINS  ITS  WHEELS  IN  FAVOR  OF  THE  POSSESSOR, 

IGNORING  THE  SPIRITUAL  VANDALISM  TO  THE  DISPOSSESSED: 
A  PULLING  DOWN  OF  THE  WALLS  OF  SELF-ESTEEM; 

A  channelled  DIFFIDENCE; 

A  FORGOTTEin  RICHNESS  IN  THEIR  BEING; 

A  SLOW  EROSION  OF  YESTERDAY'S  PRIDE; 

THEIR  ESSENCE  FADING  IN  THE  MIRROR 
OF  THEIR  CHILDREN'S  EYES: 

A  CERTAIN  JAUNTINESS  DISSIPATES  INTO  A  SLIP-SHOD  NOW; 
THE  PRESENT,  A  SPURIOUS  IMAGE  OF  THE  PAST; 

THE  FUTURE,  STUMBLING  THE  DESCENDING  STILES  OF  AGE; 

AS  HOPE  AND  AMBITION  DISSOLVES 
WITHIN  THE  SLOW  EVAPORATION  OF  DREAMS. 

-anna  krivonic  (c)Bl 


Irish  Struggle  for  Freedom 

(The  Tenants’  Story) 

The  late  1870 's  were  a  bad  time  for  Irish  tenant  farmers  as  crop 
prices  fell  and  poor  harvests  forced  many  to  default  on  their  rent  pay¬ 
ments  to  their  absentee  landlords.  Evictions  became  an  all  too  common 
occurrence  in  the  western  counties.  An  added  factor  was  that  many 
landowners  wanted  to  convert  their  acreage  from  farming  to  grazing  use. 

In  1879,  the  beleaguered  tenants  began  organizing — one  rally  turned 
out  over  10,000  folks  supporting  a  group  of  would-be  evictees  in  Mayo 
County.  By  October,  the  National  Land  League  was  set  up  to  fight  for 
three  goals — fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rent,  and  free  sale  (the  right  of 
one  tenant  to  transfer  his  holding  to  another  without  landlord  inter¬ 
ference,  similar  to  subletting).  Branches  of  the  Land  League  were 
established  throughout  the  country,  dedicated  to  wage  an  economic  war 
against  landlords  and  those  who  took  over  farms  fran  evicted  tenants. 

The  tactic  of  "boycotting"  was  born  from  this  movement  when  the 
community  ostracized  the  agent  of  a  Mayo  landlord  by  refusing  to  serve 
him  needed  goods  or  to  labor  on  his  land.  His  name  was  Mr.  Boycott. 

This  strategy  was  (and  still  is)  very  effective. 

Although  not  a  declared  tactic  by  the  Land  League,  violence  in  this 
tenant-landlord  battle  became  a  frequent  reality,  resembling  in  many 
ways  the  current  situation  in  Ulster.  Animals  were  shot,  arson  was 
used,  landlords  were  assasinated.  The  British  government  in  1880,  as  it 
does  today,  attempted  to  repress  the  rebellion  but  was  unsuccessful. 

The  tenant  movement  in  Ireland  escalated  so  qiiickly  that  the  Con¬ 
servative  English  Prime  Minister  Nilliam  Gladstone,  pushed  through  a 
major  reform  called  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  This  guaranteed  the  three 
demands  established  two  years  before.  A  system  of  Land  Courts  was  set 
up  to  arbitrate  rent  disputes  and  provided  for  a  fixed  tenancy  as  long 
as  the  rent  was  paid. 

But  the  Irish  tenant-farmers  didn't  stop  with  this  victory.  They 
continued  to  work  for  the  total  abolition  of  the  landlord  system.  The 
Tory  government,  in  an  effort  to  maintain  control  of  Ireland,  enacted 
a  program  of  government-sponsored  long-term  low-interest  loans  to  ten¬ 
ants  to  help  them  buy  their  landlords  out.  And  in  1903,  the  government 
offered  a  12%  bonus  to  those  landlords  who  would  liquidate  all  their 
holdings  at  once.  Most  accepted  this  incentive  and  over  ten  million 
acres  were  transferred.  By  1910,  the  landlord  system  in  rural  Ireland 
was  no  longer  a  threat. 

— Jim  Faye 

Adapted  from  The  Illustrated  History  of  the  Irish  People  by  Kenneth  Neill 


MEMBERSHIP  PITCH  #594  WITH  CLIP  OUT  COUPON' 


You've  heard  it  before  and,  no  doubt,  you'll  hear  it  more  often  in 
upcoming  months  froTi  various  organizations.  But  here  it  is... the  SFTU 
is  financially  strapped.  CXar  VISTA' s  are  no  more,  having  been  axed  by 
the  Reaganites  for  being  too  politically  active.  Our  City  grant  shared 
with  the  Peoples  Law  School  for  a  concentrated  education  program  in  the 
Mission  and  Hayes  Valley  neighborhoods  will  not  be  renewed.  And  the 
day-to-day  expenses  for  running  our  office  and  providing  information  and 
support  continue  to  increase. 


It  has  long  been  our  intention  to  become  completely  self  suffi¬ 
cient.  And  we  have  been  able  to  grow;  but  now,  more  than  ever,  we  need 
your  support.  Without  membership  dues,  donations,  and  volunteer  workers 
to  help  on  special  projects,  we  at  the'  SFTU  will  be  unable  to  fulfill 
our  commitment  to  the  tenants  of  San  Francisco.  And  there  is  so  much 
work  to  do  in  the  next  few  months! 

If  your  membership  has  expired,  or  is  about  to,  please  renew  now 
For  those  readers  who  are  not  currently  SPTU  members,  join  up.  And  as 
trite  as  this  may  sound,  tell  a  friend,  a  neighbor,  a  co-worker  about  us 
Members  receive  the  newly  revised  and  expanded  Tenants  Rights  Handbook , 
the  SFTU  "ORGANIZE"  button,  the  quarterly  newsletter.  Tenant  Times,  and 
priority  counselling.  As  well  as  the  satisfaction  that  you  belong  to 
the  largest  tenants  organization  in  San  Francisco.  Membership  dues  are 
$10  to  $25,  depending  on  income  and  what  you  can  afford. ^  Low-income 
tenants  may  pay  $5.  Nc*ody  will  be  criticized  for  contributing  more. 

Thanks  for  your  support. 


lOIN  NOW! 


The  folks  at  SFTU 


NAME  .  Please  have  someone  contact 

me  about  working  on  a 

ADDRESS  .  committee  of  SFTU 

CITY  .  COUNSELING  . 

PHONE  .  ORGANIZING  . 

LANDLORD’S  NAME  .  OUTREACH  . 

Enclosed  is _ $10, _ $5  (low  income) _ $25  or  morG  LEGISLATION  . 

for  1  year’s  membership  dues  in  SFTU 


introducing  our  new  fogo 


Designed  by  Ben  K.  Morales-Correa 
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